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REMARKS 



Claims Ml axe pending in tlie application. Claims 1-6 and 8-10 are allowed. Claims 7 
and 11 are rejected. Claims 7 and 1 1 have been canceled, The dependency of claims 3 ^ 4, 5 and 
1 0 have been amended. Accordingly, no new matter is introduced with these amendments. 



Reply to the Rejection of Claim 7 and 11 under 35 U.S.C. S 112. 2*"^ Paragraph 

The Examiner has rejected claims 7 and 11 as being indefmite for failing to particularly 
point out and distinctly claim the subject matter that Applicants regard as the invention. 
Specifically, the Examiner states - 

In claim 7, applicant recites a dry converted starch having a retained solubles 
content greater than that of the corresponding dry converted starch prepared via 
conventionai aqueous acid conversion methods. Applicant has not claimed the 
converted starcli properties, the essence of applicant's claim 7 is that the diy 
starch has a retained solubles greater than conventional aqueous acid conversion, 
this is a feature of the starcli, there is nothing to distinguish the starch team 
starches made by any other method other than aqueous acid conversion. 
Applicant has only taught a feature or property of the starch. Tlie claim is unduly 
broad, vague and indefinite. 

Claims 7 and 1 1 liave been canceled. Therefore, the rejection of claims 7 and 1 1 as being 
indefinite is now moot. 



Rcpiv to the Rejection of Claim 7 and 11 under 35 U.S.C, 6 102(13} 

The Examiner has rejected claims 7 and 11 as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 
4,587,332 to Lane et al ("Lane")- Specifically, the Examiner states - 

Lane et al. teaches a process of maldng a dry converted starch is not prepared by 
aqueous acid treatment. The wet starch is mixed in die presence of a gaseous acid 
to acidify the starch to within a preferred pH range of 3.5 (sic, 2.5) to 3.5. Tlie 
converted starch would inherentify have a greater content of retained solids as 
claimed by applicant. Thus anticipating applicant's claims as drafted. [Note 
Column 13, lines 11] 

Claims 7 and 1 Z have been cai^eeled. Therefore, tlie rejection of claims 7 and 1 1 as being 
anticipated by Lane is now moot. 
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^-^gn Of Claim 7 ^»tid jljmd er 35 U.S.r & ^ no/u^ 
The Examiner lias rejected claims 7 md U.. w 7""^ 

a» coiresponding cby oLerted stoh °1 5^ greater tl«n thatof 

conversion metlwds. """^ P'^"*'' ^Ja conventional aqueoMadd 

Ciaims 7 and 1 1 have been canceled. ITierefore «,e ~- • 
anticipated by Kasioa is now moot "^'^^'^ ^ ^"^ ^ ' 

as being 



AppUcants gratefully acknowledge the Examine', r, 
cI^7and„haveheencanceled.iti!breZ; '^'""^^■'"'^^ 



Dated; 



National Starch AND 
Co^n>A>ry 

Post Oface Box 6500 
Bndgewater, New Jersey OS807-0500 
Phone 90B.685M33 
Fax 908.707.3706 



Respectfully submitted. 
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